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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this < 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
7/1 9/2007 has been entered . 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-1 1 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Applicant specifically points out the claimed system (ending page 2 and page 3 
arguments) provides a configuration which allows the vehicle owner to lend the 
electronic key configured with only a reduced number of available functions to an 
unregistered third person. In this case, it is not necessary for the vehicle owner to 
perform additional operations, such as a new user registration (as would be the case 
with the system of Gunsch) or a restriction mode selection in the vehicle (as would be 
the ease with the system of Losey et al.) 



Application/Control Number: 10/649,459 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2836 

In response to Applicant's above description Gunsch teaches in paragraph 0075 
in a temporary valet mode wherein the authentication steps are bypassed for a 
designation period of time while the transmitter is in the possession of a friend or valet. 
Gunsch again illustrates this teaching in paragraph 0016. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gunsch (U.S. Pub. No. 20030117261) in view of Losey (EP 1 101 670 A2) in further 
view of Walter (U.S. Pat. No. 6,275,141) 

With respect to claims 1 Gunsch teaches an electronic key system (Fig 1) for use 
in a vehicle having an accessory (items 26 or 24), the electronic key system comprising: 
a electronic key (Fig. 1); an input device (items 26 or 32) arranged in the electronic key 
to input identification information (users fingerprint for example) to the electronic key; a 
first verification device arranged in the electronic key (item 33 and/or 49) connected to 
the input device to compare the input identification information with pre-registered 
identification information (stored in memory onboard microcontroller). Gunsch describes 
limiting or restricting control of the vehicle systems to children or valets (see paragraph 
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0014-0017), as a function of the electronic key system, therefore while not embodied in 
the drawings of Gunsch inherently Gunsch must include a restriction information 
generation device or component in order to affect provide various levels of 
authorization. Gunsch teaches the use of a transmitter item 45 to transmit specific 
codes (see paragraph 0065-0067) corresponding to the operation restriction information 
and the electronic key wirelessly outputs the code. Gunsch teaches in paragraph 0075 
in a temporary valet mode wherein the authentication steps are bypassed for a 
designation period of time while the transmitter is in the possession of a friend or valet. 
Gunsch does not describe a control unit to perform wireless communication or the 
generation of restriction information for wireless transmission. Gunsch also lacks the 
teaching of a restriction control device with a second verification device arranged within 
the vehicle. Losey (EP 1 101 670 A2) teaches a similar system including a teaching of 
enabling restricted access to vehicle accessories by way of wireless communication 
when the certain signals or codes are transmitter to a restriction controller (item 22). 
Losey further teaches in column 3 lines 20-30 verifying authorization codes within the 
vehicle transmitted from the fob corresponding to different levels of security. Losey 
teaches controller operates in different modes based on codes exchanged between the 
controller and the fob (item 32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include the use of a control unit and verification 
device to verify and restrict certain vehicle systems based on transmitted vehicle codes 
in the system of Gunsch as seen in the teachings of Losey in order to increase the 
security of the vehicle if in fact such control circuitry is not present in the system of 
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Gunsch. Neither Gunsch nor Losey teach generation of specific restriction information 
for wireless transmission. Walter teaches the an electronic key system similar to that 
seen in Gunsch and Losey wherein Walter teaches (col. 22 lines 35-40) the key may 
transmit signals when the system in placed in a restricted state. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to further modify 
Gunsch generate restriction information for wireless transmission in order to allow 
control and display the vehicle modes from the vehicle controller. 

With respect to claims 2 and 3 Gunsch teaches the input device is an individual 
identification device for detecting a distinctive bodily feature (i.e. fingerprint data) of an 
individual, and the pre-registered identification information is an pre-registered 
distinctive bodily feature, and wherein the first verification device (items 33 and/or 49) 
that compares the distinctive bodily feature detected by the individual identification 
device with the pre-registered distinctive bodily feature to determines whether the 
detected distinctive bodily feature matches the pre-registered distinctive bodily feature. 

With respect to claim 4 Gunsch teaches the electronic key system includes a 
master key (driver's fingerprint) and a sub-key (such as a password paragraph 0069), 
which is used in lieu of the master key. 

With respect to claim 5 and 6 Gunsch teaches the restriction information 
generation device is located in the located in the electronic key fob unit, which contains 
the key and sub-key unit. 
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With respect to claim 7 Gunsch as modified by Losey teaches the use of a 
controller located in the vehicle and a remote electronics key, which may be arranged in 
or out of the vehicle. 

Claims 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gunsch (U.S. Pub. No. 20030117261) in view of Losey (EP 1 101 670 A2), in view of 
Murakami et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,281 ,599) and further in view of Walter (U.S. Pat. No. 
6,275,141) 

With respect to claim 8 Gunsch teaches an electronic key system (Fig 1) for use 
in a vehicle having an accessory (items 26 or 24), the electronic key system comprising; 
a electronic key (Fig. 1) to communicate with the vehicle to control the vehicle systems, 
an input device (items 26 or 32) arranged in the electronic key to input identification 
information (users fingerprint for example) to the electronic key; a first verification device 
arranged in the electronic key (item 33 and/or 49) connected to the input device to 
compare the input identification information with pre-registered identification information 
(stored in memory onboard microcontroller). Gunsch describes limiting or restricting 
control of the vehicle systems to children or valets (see paragraph 0014-0017), as a 
function of the electronic key system, therefore while not embodied in the drawings of 
Gunsch inherently Gunsch must include a restriction information generation device or 
component in order to affect provide various levels of authorization. Gunsch teaches the 
use of a transmitter item 45 to transmit specific codes (see paragraph 0065-0067) 
corresponding to the operation restriction information and the electronic key wirelessly 
outputs the code. Gunsch teaches in paragraph 0075 in a temporary valet mode 
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wherein the authentication steps are bypassed for a designation period of time while the 
transmitter is in the possession of a friend or valet. Gunsch does not describe a 
communication circuit to output a request signal via wireless communication. Gunsch 
also lacks the teaching of a restriction control device arranged within the vehicle. 
Murakami teaches the use of communication circuits and the transmitting of request 
signal in order to control access to vehicle functions. Losey teaches a similar system 
including a teaching of enabling restricted access to vehicle accessories by way of 
wireless communication when the certain signals or codes are transmitter to a 
restriction controller (item 22). Losey further teaches in column 3 lines 20-30 verifying 
authorization codes corresponding to different levels of security. Losey teaches 
controller operates in different modes based on codes exchanged between the 
controller and the fob (item 32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include the use of a control unit in the system of 
Gunsch as seen in the teachings of Murakami in order to increase the security of the 
vehicle if in fact such control circuitry is not present in the system of Gunsch and to 
include a restriction control device as seen in Losey in order to control the different 
levels of security or authorization as seen in the teaching of Gunsch. Neither Gunsch 
nor Losey teach generation of specific restriction information for wireless transmission. 
Walter teaches the an electronic key system similar to that seen in Gunsch and Losey 
wherein Walter teaches (col. 22 lines 35-40) the key may transmit signals when the 
system in placed in a restricted state. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to further modify Gunsch generate restriction 
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information for wireless transmission in order to allow control and display the vehicle 
modes from the vehicle controller. 

With respect to claim 9 Gunsch as modified above teaches the key has code 
which is output and outputs the ID code by means of wireless communication when 
receiving the request signal, and the restriction control device (shown in Murakami or 
Losey) unlocks a door of the vehicle when the door of the vehicle is locked and the 
received ID code is an authorized one. 

With respect to claim 10 Gunsch teaches the input device is an individual 
identification device for detecting a distinctive bodily feature is a fingerprint (i.e. 
fingerprint data) of an individual. 

With respect to claim 1 1 Gunsch teaches the electronic key system includes a 
master key (driver's fingerprint) and a sub-key (such as a password paragraph 0069), 
which is used in lieu of the master key. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Rutland-Wallis whose telephone number is 571- 
272-5921. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30AM- 
6:00PM EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Sherry can be reached on 571-272-2084. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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y MICHAEL SHERRY 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



